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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to the amendment that was filed on 12/28/2006. This 
action is made FINAL. 

Claim Rejections-35 USC 112 

2. The. amendments to claims have been acknowledged and, therefore, the 
rejections under 35 USC 112 second paragraph have been withdrawn. 

Response to arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with regards to claims have been fully considered, but 
they are not persuasive. 

The argued features, i.e., A method for accessing network-internal functions of 
telecommunication networks, from an external site, with access taking place via a 
secure service interface device of a first network based on a service level agreement 
valid for the secure service interface device in favor of the external site, comprising: 
Verifying, on the part of the secure service interface device, based on a request sent to 
it from the external site relating to a network-internal function, whether the request 
involves use of a function of second network; and when the request uses a function of 
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the second network, exchanging a second request relating to the functions of the 
second network between the secure service interface device of the second network and 
the secure service interface device of the first network read upon Kari et al in view of 
Bouret et al as follows. 

Kari et al teach accessing information of an MS when it is roaming from an old SGSN by 
a new SGSN. Therefore, Kari et al teach "a method for accessing network-internal 
functions of telecommunication networks, from an external site, with access taking place 
via a secure service interface device of a first network based on a service level 
agreement valid for the secure service interface device in favor of the external site". The 
method comprising: 

Kari et al teach that when a mobile device is roaming in the area of the new SGSN. 
Therefore, Kari et al teach, "verifying, on the part of the secure service interface device 
whether there is an involvement with using of a function of the second network". 
Furthermore, Kari et al teach that the new SGSN requests MM and PDP contexts from 
the old SGSN. Furthermore, roaming of the mobile in the new SGSN area is considered 
to be service level agreement concluded between the interface device and the secure 
service interface device of the first network. Moreover, the access point GGSN accepts 
a service rights of the user are already assured by subscription, without any security 
problems, which makes the SGSN secure. Therefore, Kari et al teach "exchanging a 
second request relating to the functions of the second network between the secure 
service interface device of the first network and a secure service interface device of the 
second network based on a service level agreement executed between the secure 
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service interface device of the second network and the secure service interface device 
of the first network". However, Kari et al do not specifically show that the "verification is 
based on a request sent to it from the external site relating to a network internal 
function, and further do not show that the request uses a function of another network. 
The examiner used the secondary reference, which is Bouret et al to modify the primary 
reference. Bouret et al teach providing services by an external service provider, the 
method comprising signaling from the external service. Therefore, Bouret et al teach 
"verification is based on a request sent to it from the external site relating to a network 
internal function, and further show that the request uses a function of another network". 

Kari et al and Bouret et al are analogous, and therefore can be combined to read upon 
the argued claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The'following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
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the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S. C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kari 
et al (Patent number: 6,636,491) in view of Bouret et al (publication number: 
2002/0101879). 

Consider Claim 1, Kari et al clearly show and disclose a method for accessing network- 
internal functions (column 5, lines 23-32) of telecommunication networks, from an 
external site, with access taking place via a secure service interface device of a first 
network based on a service level agreement valid for the secure service interface 
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device in favor of the external site (figure 1 ; column 1 , lines 16-24, lines 43-45) 
comprising: 

(a) Verifying on the part of the secure service interface device whether there is an 
involvement with using of a function of second network: and exchanging a second 
request relating to the functions of the second network between the secure service 
interface device of the first network and a secure service interface device of the second 
network based on a service level agreement executed between the secure service 
interface device of the second network and the secure service interface device of the 
first network (abstract, figure 1 ; column 5, lines 57-67; column 6, lines 1 and 2); 
(according to Kari et al, when the mobile station is roaming in the area of the new 
SGSN, the new SGSN requests MM and PDP contexts (read as second request relating 
to the functions of the network) from the old SGSN. Furthermore, the roaming of the 
mobile in the new SGSN area is considered to be a service level agreement concluded 
between the interface device and the secure service interface device of the target 
network. Moreover, the access point GGSN accepts service requests in which the rights 
of the user are already assured by subscription, without any security problems, which 
makes the SGSN secure). 

However, Kari et al do not show that the verification is based on a request sent to it from 
the external site relating to a network-internal function. Furthermore, Kari et al do not 
show that the request uses a function of second network. 

In related art, Bouret et al show that the verification is based on a request sent to it from 
the external site relating to a network-internal function (paragraph 18; paragraph 31 ); 
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(according to Bouret et al, the services are being provided by an external service 

provider, the method comprising signaling from the external service (read as a request 

sent from an external site) provider to an interface entity). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled in the art at the time the 

invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Bouret et al into the teaching of Kari 

et al in order to provide data communication services for users (Bouret et al, paragraph 

4). 

Consider Claim 2, Kari et al as modified by Bouret et al clearly show and disclose the 
method according to Claim 1 , wherein access takes place in the context of a service, 
which is executed by the external site for a user, the home network of which is the 
second network (column 1, lines 16-19; column 5, lines 57-67; column 6, lines 1 and 2). 

Consider Claim 3, Kari et al as modified by Bouret et al clearly show and disclose the 
method according to Claim 1 , wherein the service level agreement is generated in a 
manner favorable to the external site, such that a roaming agreement exists between 
the first and second networks set up as mobile radio networks and the service level 
agreement exists on a part of the access network favorable to the external site (column 
1, lines 21-24; column 5, lines 57-67; column 6, lines 1 and 2). 
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Consider Claim 4, Kari et al as modified by Bouret et al clearly show and disclose the 
method according to Claim 1 , wherein the external site is a server for external services, 
which are executed in the area of the access network or a visited network accessible via 
the first network using network-internal services for users that are connected or logged 
in (figure 1 ; column 5 lines 57-67; column 6, lines 1 and 2). 

Consider Claim 5, Kari et al as modified by Bouret et al clearly show and disclose the 
method according to Claim 1 , wherein messages exchanged further to the second 
request between the external site and the second network are transmitted via the 
secure service interface devices, with the secure service interface device of the second 
network forwarding messages exchanged belween the external site and the secure 
service interface device of the second network in a transparent manner (figure 1 ; 
column 5 lines 57-67; column 6, lines 1 and 2); (according to Kari et al, when the mobile 
station is roaming in the area of the new SGSN, the new SGSN requests MM and PDP 
contexts (read as second request relating to the functions of the network) from the old 
SGSN. Therefore, there has to be messages exchanged between the two SGSN's in 
order for the new SGSN to request MM and PDP contexts from the old SGSN. 
Furthermore, those messages would be a result of the communication between the 
external site and the SGSN through the GPRS backbone. In addition, the user would 
not know of these messages because they are between nodes of the network (SGSN's) 
which is being interpreted as transparent manner of forwarding messages). 
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Consider Claim 6, Kari et al as modified by Bouret al clearly show and disclose the 
method according to Claim 1 , wherein messages exchanged further to the second 
request between the external site and network centers of the second network are 
transmitted via the secure service interface device of the second network, with the 
secure service interface device forwarding the messages as a transparent proxy server 
(figure 1; column 4, lines 42-50; column 5 lines 57-67; column 6, lines 1 and 2); 
(according to Kari et al, the SGSN is connected to the HLR a Gr interface. Therefore, 
when the second SGSN requests MM and PDP contexts from the second SGSN, the 
data can be retrieved from the HLR of the second network because the SGSN of the 
second network and the HLR are linked). 

Consider Claim 7, Kari et al clearly show and disclose a network device of a 
first network, which is set up as a secure service interface device (read 
as SGSN) (figure 1; abstract) to Verify on the part of the interface device whether there 
is an involvement with using of a function of a second network; and exchanging a 
second request relating to the functions of the another network between the secure 
service interface devices of the first and second networks based on a service level 
agreement executed between the respective secure service interface devices, (abstract, 
figure 1; column 5, lines 57-67; column 6, lines 1 and 2); (according to Kari et al, when 
the mobile station is roaming in the area of the new SGSN, the new SGSN requests MM 
and PDP contexts (read as second request relating to the functions of the network) from 
the old SGSN. Furthermore, the roaming of the mobile in the new SGSN area is 
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considered to be a service level agreement concluded between the interface device and 
the secure service interface device of the target network. Moreover, the access point 
GGSN accepts service requests in which the rights of the user are already assured by 
subscription, without any security problems, which makes the SGSN secure). 
However, Kari et al do not show that the verification is based on a request sent to it from 
the external site relating to a network-internal function. Furthermore, Kari et al do not 
show that the request uses a function of another network. 

In related art, Bouret et al show that the verification is based on a request sent to it from 
the external site relating to a network-internal function (paragraph 18; paragraph 31); 
(according to Bouret et al, the services are being provided by an external service 
provider, the method comprising signaling from the external service (read as a request 
sent from an external site) provider to an interface entity). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Bouret et al into the teaching of Kari 
et al in order to provide data communication services for users (Bouret et al, paragraph 
4). 



Conclusion 



8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Faragalla whose telephone number is (571 ) 
270-1 107. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:30 am-5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nick Corsaro can be reached on (571 ) 272-7876. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
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information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Michael Faragalla. 
Patent Examiner. 
04/14/2007. 




